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APPLICATION FOR REHEARING OF DECISION 06-12-013

1. Introduction

On December 14, 2006, the Commission issued Decision (D.) 06-12-013, Order
Approving Southern California Edison Company Petition for Modification of Decision 05-09-
043, With Modifications. Decision 06-12-013 modifies D.05-09-043 to authorize Southern
California Edison Company (SCE) to record up to $14 million in its Procurement Energy
Efficiency Balancing Account (PEEBA) from existing unspent, uncommitted energy efficiency
monies to fund “Palm Desert Project” expenditures during the 2006-2008 Energy Efficiency
program cycle.! The Palm Desert Project is a “demonstration partnership” between SCE, the
City of Palm Desert, and the Energy Coalition, which will act as a liaison between the utility and
the City.> The Commission has authorized SCE to use the additional $14 million to promote
energy efficiency in Palm Desert by increasing education, outreach, and direct incentives for
some of the energy efficiency measures currently offered in Palm Desert via SCE’s 2006-2008
energy efficiency portfolio.” Additionally, D.06-12-013 authorizes SCE to fund thermal energy
storage (TES) measures as a load management strategy within the Palm Desert Project, on a
nonprecedential, pilot basis.*

Pursuant to Rule 16.1 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure (Rule 16.1),
The Utility Reform Network (TURN) and the Division of Ratepayer Advocates (DRA) submit
this application for rehearing of D.06-12-013. TURN and DRA seek either clarification or

rehearing on the limited issue of the decision’s treatment of TES. Decision 06-12-013 is silent

' D.06-12-013, Ordering Paragraph 1.
1d., pp. 20-21.

’Id., p. 4.

*1d., p. 19.



regarding whether the TES Pilot may be considered part of SCE’s 2006-2008 energy efficiency
portfolio for purposes of determining whether SCE met its energy efficiency goals and
calculating an energy efficiency shareholder incentives award for SCE. If the Commission
remains silent, SCE may interpret this silence as authorizing it to include impacts from TES in its
energy efficiency portfolio.” As discussed below, D.06-12-013 will violate § 1705 of the
California Public Utilities Code (PU Code) and the requirement of PU Code § 1757 that
Commission decisions be supported by substantial evidence if it permits this outcome, which is
wholly unsupported by the findings and evidence in this proceeding. Accordingly, TURN and
DRA request that the Commission either clarify that it did not intend to authorize SCE to include
TES in the evaluation of its energy efficiency portfolio when it issued D.06-12-013, or grant
rehearing of D.06-12-013 on this limited issue. Absent clarification, rehearing is warranted for
the reasons discussed below.

Rule 16.1(a) provides that an application for rehearing shall be filed within 30 days after
the date the Commission mails the order or decision. The Commission mailed D.06-12-013 on
December 15, 2006, making the filing deadline Sunday, January 14, 2007. However, when the
due date would otherwise fall on a Saturday, Sunday, holiday or other day when the Commission
offices are closed, Rule 1.14 extends the filing deadline to the first business day thereafter.
Because Monday, January 15, 2007 was a Commission holiday, this application for rehearing is

timely filed on Tuesday, January 16, 2007.

> TURN and DRA would not support this interpretation of D.06-12-013, but we recognize that SCE may act upon
the Commission’s silence as if it were implicit authorization.



1I. Standard of Review

Rule 16.1(c) directs an applicant for rehearing to “set forth specifically the grounds on
which the applicant considers the order or decision of the Commission to be unlawful or
erroneous,” making specific references to the record or law. PU Code § 1705 requires
Commission decisions to be based on “findings of fact and conclusions of law on all issues
material to the order or decision.” When a reviewing court undertakes consideration of the
validity of a Commission decision pursuant to PU Code § 1757, it considers, among other
features, whether the decision is supported by the findings and whether the findings in the
decision are supported by “substantial evidence in light of the whole record.”

The California Supreme Court has defined "substantial evidence" to mean evidence of
"ponderable legal significance ... reasonable in nature, credible, and of solid value."” Substantial
evidence is not synonymous with "any evidence." Thus, an agency decision will not be upheld if
it relies on evidence which is inherently improbable® or contrary to facts which are universally
accepted as true.” In determining whether there is "substantial evidence," the court may not

consider the evidence which supports the agency's findings in isolation. Rather, it must consider

% Cal. PU Code §§ 1757(a)(3)-(4). Section 1756 provides that a party may petition for a writ of review in the court
of appeal or the Supreme Court for the purpose of having the lawfulness of a Commission order inquired into and
determined. Section 1757(a) provides that in a complaint or enforcement proceeding, or in a ratemaking or licensing
decision of specific application that is addressed to particular parties, the review by the court shall not extend further
than to determine on the basis of the entire record whether any of the following occurred: “(1) The commission
acted without, or in excess of, its powers or jurisdiction. (2) The commission has not proceeded in the manner
required by law. (3) The decision of the commission is not supported by the findings. (4) The findings in the
decision of the commission are not supported by substantial evidence in light of the whole record. (5) The order or
decision of the commission was procured by fraud or was an abuse of discretion. (6) The order or decision of the
commission violates any right of the petitioner under the Constitution of the United States or the California
Constitution.”

7 People v. Basset, 69 Cal.2d 122, 138-39 (1968).
¥ Hongsathavij v. Queen of Angels/Hollywood Presbyterian Medical Center, 62 Cal. App. 4th 1123 (1998).
? Larson v. State Personnel Bd., 60 Cal. App.3d 58, 68 (1968).




all the relevant evidence in the case, including evidence that contradicts the agency's findings.'°
Moreover, even when the Commission purportedly has some “evidence” to support an outcome,
rehearing is still appropriate where the probative value of that evidence is questionable. For
example, the Commission has found legal error where the findings are “incomplete,” and the
order fails to sufficiently elaborate on its conclusions.'' The Commission has also granted
rehearing where evidence is not reliable and where it is premised on “incorrect assumptions” or

is “too generalized or speculative” to be legally sufficient.'”

III. Argument: D.06-12-013 Errs in Its Treatment of TES By Violating PU Code §§
1705 and 1757, Which Require Sufficient Findings and Record Support For
Commission Decisions.

TES is a load management strategy which permanently shifts load from peak to off-peak
periods."” The Commission has long distinguished between energy efficiency activities and load
management programs when requiring ratepayers to fund these Demand Side Management
utility investments, as well as when considering whether utilities should earn shareholder
incentives for these activities.'* In D.05-04-051 the Commission reaffirmed its historic practice

of distinguishing between energy efficiency measures and load management technologies and

10 Bixby v. Pierno, 4 Cal. 3d 130, 143 (1971), citing Universal Camera Corp. v. NLRB, 340 US 474 (1951);
Newman v. State Personnel Bd., 10 Cal. App. 4th 41 (1992).

''D.99-11-029, 1999 Cal. PUC LEXIS 862, *2, *9; D.99-06-093, 1999 Cal. PUC LEXIS 442, *7.

2D.99-03-026, 1999 Cal. PUC LEXIS 369, *13-14. See also D.99-11-052, 1999 Cal. PUC LEXIS 837, *23 (“It is
the task of the Commission to articulate the reasons justifying the actions that the Commission orders.”).

B D.06-12-013, p. 18; See also D.06-11-049, p. 49.

4 See i.e. D.93-11-017, Attachment 1 (“Adopted Rules, Terms and Definitions for Demand-Side Management
Programs”); D.94-10-059, 1994 Cal. PUC Lexis 679, *12 (adopting shareholder incentives for energy efficiency but
not load management); D.97-12-103, 1997 Cal. PUC Lexis 1226, * 4 (directing the utilities to create separate
balancing accounts for post-1997 energy efficiency activities, as opposed to other Demand Side Management
programs, which would be funded through the newly legislated Public Goods Charge); The California Standard
Practice Manual 2001, CEC, Chapter 1 (Section: Demand-Side Management Categories and Program Definitions);
D.05-04-051, Attachment 3 (Energy Efficiency Policy Manual for Post-2005 Programs).




excluding load management from energy efficiency program funding. While updating the
Energy Efficiency Policy Rules for application in post-2005 program funding cycles, the
Commission explained, “The rules in this manual do not currently apply to: [bullet 3]
Interruptible rate or load management programs.”"” Thus, pursuant to the Commission’s well-
established policies, “as a load-shifting technology, TES is currently precluded as an energy
efficiency measure” in SCE’s 2006-2008 energy efficiency programs.'

Nonetheless, D.06-12-013 authorizes SCE to fund TES as part of the Palm Desert
Project, which SCE will implement as part of its 2006-2008 energy efficiency portfolio of
programs. Finding that “Thermal Energy Storage is not an energy efficiency program under
adopted Commission guidelines” and “Thermal Energy Storage may decrease peak demand, and
may or may not increase energy usage,” the Commission reached the following conclusion:
“Thermal Energy Storage, while not an energy efficiency program under adopted Commission
guidelines, can and should be allowed as a non-precedential pilot program as part of the Palm
Desert Project.”!” The Commission further explained its rationale for suspending long-held
Commission policy:

“[BJureaucratic boundaries, when unconstrained by statute or other binding legal

authority, should not be used to limit our discretion to conduct a pilot program

with potentially beneficial results. We do not know for certain that TES will be

beneficial either in Palm Desert or on a wider scale. We do know that there are

both potential benefits from reducing peak load (one aspect of energy efficiency)

and potential downsides to TES. Here, we have before us a specific, limited, pilot

proposal to test the viability of TES through SCE’s Project without regard for

whether it should be categorized as “energy efficiency,” “demand-side
management” — or either or neither. We consider TES to be a potentially

> D.05-04-051, Attachment 3, Introduction.
1 See D.06-12-013, p. 18, Finding of Fact 5.
'"D.06-12-013, Findings of Fact 5, 6, Conclusion of Law 6.



innovative technology for the future. It is reasonable to test TES in the context of
the Palm Desert Project.”"®

It may well be reasonable to test TES in the City of Palm Desert, but the Commission has
failed to sufficiently support its conclusion that TES should be implemented in the Palm Desert
Project, to the extent that the impacts of the TES pilot will be evaluated as part of SCE’s 2006-
2008 energy efficiency portfolio. D.06-12-013 is erroneously silent in this regard, and therein
lies its legal fallacy.

TURN and DRA do not oppose the Commission’s commitment to evaluating whether or
not TES actually saves energy.”” However, to the extent that D.06-12-013 authorizes SCE to
count peak demand and / or energy savings from the TES pilot towards its 2006-2008 energy
efficiency goals (established by the Commission in D.04-09-060), or to claim energy efficiency
shareholder incentives from TES performance, D.06-12-013 will have an impact utterly
unsupported by — in fact, contradicted by -- the Commission’s findings that TES is specifically
disallowed as an energy efficiency measure.

Moreover, allowing SCE to count savings from TES towards its 2006-2008 energy
efficiency goals will contradict the Commission’s clear directive in D.04-09-060, which
established the energy efficiency goals SCE is expected to meet with its 2006-2008 energy
efficiency portfolio. In D.04-09-060, the Commission explained, “Electric and natural gas
savings from energy efficiency programs funded by ratepayers through the public goods charge
(PGC) and procurement rates will contribute to these goals, including those achieved through the

low-income energy efficiency (LIEE) program.”*

¥ D.06-12-013, p. 19.
1% See i.e. TURN Comments filed in A.05-06-006 et al., Sept. 20, 2006.
*D.04-09-060, p. 2 (emphasis added).



Similarly, allowing SCE to count savings from TES will conflict with D.04-09-060 in
another regard. As D.04-09-060 explains, the goals themselves were derived from studies which
presented estimates of “the potential to increase the number of energy efficiency investments
made by customers and businesses in specific segments over the next decade,” by examining
market saturation for a list of over 200 energy efficiency measures for the residential,
commercial and industrial sectors.”’ Thus, the Commission did not consider the potential for
energy savings from customers who might install TES when it adopted the energy efficiency
goals in D.04-09-060, since TES is not an energy efficiency measure. In fact, the Commission
instructed the utilities to exclude “savings by customers not included in the calculation of savings
potential” when “documenting program accomplishments” ... “in order to ensure consistency
between the basis for establishing the goals and the assessment of whether those goals have been

met.”?

Hence, D.06-12-013 violates this principle of consistency to the extent that it allows
SCE to include savings from TES when calculating the accomplishments of its 2006-2008
energy efficiency portfolio towards the goals established by D.04-09-060.

Lacking any record support, let alone supportive findings, for the aforementioned
deviations from well-established Commission policy, D.06-12-013 is inconsistent with §§ 1705
and 1757 of the PU Code and is erroneous. TURN and DRA urge the Commission to grant
rehearing of D.06-012-013 to the extent necessary to order that the TES pilot it authorizes will
not be part of SCE’s energy efficiency portfolio, or at least issue an order clarifying that the
Commission’s intent was not to include the TES pilot in the energy efficiency portfolio.

The Commission could also remedy the defect in D.06-12-013 by removing authorization

for the TES pilot as part of the Palm Desert Project, and recommending that SCE consider

1d, p. 8.
*1d., p. 31, see also Finding of Fact 9.



funding TES in Palm Desert from its demand response budget, pursuant to D.06-11-049. The
Commission has authorized SCE to spend $10 million of its existing 2006-2008 demand
response budget to pursue permanent load shifting opportunities, including TES.> In D.06-11-
049, the Commission “direct[ed] the utilities to pursue RFPs and bilateral arrangements by which
they can solicit five-year proposals from third parties for permanent load shifting that can be
implemented by summer 2007,” and allowed the use of demand response Technical Assistance /
Technical Incentives (TA/TI) funds toward offsetting the initial costs of installation.** Now that
SCE has Commission authorization to deploy permanent load shifting technologies via an RFP
process, the Commission need not look to the Palm Desert Project to provide “a specific, limited,
pilot proposal to test the viability of TES.”* SCE can deploy TES in its service territory without
special authorization from the Commission in the instant proceeding. *°

Alternatively, if the Commission affirms D.06-12-013’s inclusion of TES in the Palm
Desert Project, and therefore, as an element of SCE’s 2006-2008 energy efficiency portfolio, the
Commission should at a minimum grant rehearing of D.06-012-013 to clarify how the TES pilot
should be evaluated. Because D.06-12-013 authorizes SCE to fund TES only on a pilot basis, it
would be wholly appropriate to exclude TES from the calculation of rewards or penalties that
SCE may face due to the performance of its 2006-2008 energy efficiency portfolio. As noted

above, D.06-12-013 is erroneously silent in this regard.

3 D.06-11-049, pp. 47-51.
*1d., p. 52.
» See D.06-12-013, p. 19.

%% In fact, SCE has prepared a Request for Proposal (RFP) for its Permanent Load Shifting (PLS) program and is
currently assembling a bidder’s list for delivery of the RFP to interested parties. SCE’s web site states that although
providers are not limited to any specific PLS technology, SCE identifies chilled water storage and ice air
conditioning as some of the PLS technologies it seeks. See
www.sce.com/RebatesandSavings/LargeBusiness/DemandResponse/default.htm.




Noteworthy is the Commission’s recent treatment of the water-energy efficiency pilot
authorized in R.06-04-010, the Energy Efficiency Rulemaking. There, the Commission
authorized the utilities to spend an incremental $10 million (above their 2006-2008 energy
efficiency budgets authorized by D.05-09-043) on water-energy efficiency pilot programs, and
concluded that savings from these pilots should count neither towards the utilities’ 2006-2008
goals nor to any shareholder incentives calculations. Because the purpose of the water-energy
pilots will be “to explore the potential for future programs to capture water-related embedded
energy savings,” the Commission directed the utilities to count the savings from the programs
“for the purpose of understanding program benefits, rather than to affect rewards or penalties.”’
Here, D.06-12-013 characterizes the TES pilot as having a very similar purpose: to evaluate
potential benefits and potential downsides of TES for the purpose of ascertaining the viability of
this technology as a demand side resource. (D.06-12-013, p. 19). Moreover, D.06-12-013 lacks
any findings or even discussion that would support treating the TES pilot any differently than the
water-energy pilot for the purposes of impacting shareholder incentives.

Accordingly, if the Commission does not exclude the TES pilot authorized by D.06-12-
013 from SCE’s energy efficiency portfolio outright, then TURN and DRA request that the
Commission grant rehearing to remedy the decision’s silence regarding the treatment of potential
savings from the TES pilot. Consistent with the purpose of pilot programs, and the
Commission’s recent treatment of the water-energy efficiency pilot, D.06-12-013 should be
modified to direct that TES impacts will not affect rewards or penalties in SCE’s 2006-2008
energy efficiency portfolio. No other outcome is supported by the Commission’s findings in

D.06-12-013 or the record in this proceeding.

*7 See Assigned Commissioner’s Ruling on Process Related to the Consideration of Embedded Energy Savings
Related to Water Efficiency, issued 10/16/06 in R.06-04-010, p. 3, Ruling Paragraphs 3-4.



1Vv. Conclusion

For the foregoing reasons, TURN and DRA recommend that the Commission grant
limited rehearing of D.06-012-013. Without modification, D.06-12-013 runs afoul of §§ 1705
and 1757 of the PU Code, which require that Commission decisions be supported by findings of
fact and conclusions of law, and substantial evidence in light of the whole record. The
Commission’s treatment of the TES Pilot, authorized as part of the Palm Desert Project in D.06-

12-013, fails to satisfy these requirements.
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555 W. 5TH ST, GT22G2

LOS ANGELES, CA 90013

TOM HAMILTON

MANAGING PARTNER

ENERGY CONCIERGE SERVICES
321 MESA LILA RD
GLENDALE, CA 91208

CASE ADMINISTRATION

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE

ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

DON ARAMBULA

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
2131 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE
ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

SCOTT J. ANDERS
RESEARCH/ADMINISTRATIVE DIRECTOR
UNIVERSITY OF SAN DIEGO SCHOOL OF LAW
5998 ALCALA PARK

SAN DIEGO, CA 92110

IRENE STILLINGS

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

SAN DIEGO REGINONAL ENERGY
8520 TECH WAY, SUITE 110
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SILVER SPRING, MD 20910

NICK HALL

TECMARKET WORKS

165 WEST NETHERWOOD ROAD, 2/F, SUITE A
OREGON, WI 53575

JACKI BACHARACH

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

SOUTH BAY CITIES COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
5033 ROCKVALLEY ROAD

RANCHO PALOS VERDES, CA 90275

LESLIE NARDONI

ICF CONSULTING

14724 VENTURA BLVD. STE 1001
SHERMAN OAKS, CA 91403

DAVID R. HINMAN

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE

ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

MARIAN BROWN

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON

2131 WALNUT GROVE AVE., 3RD FLOOR, B7
ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

ANDREW MCALLISTER

SAN DIEGO REGIONAL ENERGY OFFICE
8690 BALBOA AVE., SUITE 100

SAN DIEGO, CA 92123

JENNIFER PORTER

POLICY ANALYST

SAN DIEGO REGIONAL ENERGY OFFICE
8690 BALBOA AVENUE
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SAN DIEGO, CA 92123

SEPHRA A. NINOW

RESEARCH ASSISTANT

SAN DIEGO REGIONAL ENERGY OFFICE
8690 BALBOA AVENUE

SAN DIEGO, CA 92123

JONATHAN BATY

ENERGY CONTROLS & CONCEPTS
1758 ORANGE TREE LANE
REDLANS, CA 92374

TED FLANIGAN

ECOMOTION - THE POWER OF THE INCREMENT

1537 BARRANCA PARKWAY, SUITE F-104
IRVINE, CA 92618

PETER CANESSA

CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY, FRESNO
665 ASILO

ARROYO GRANDE, CA 93420

ANN KELLY

DEPARTMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
11 GROVE STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

CAL BROOMHEAD

DEPT OF ENVIRONMENT, ENERGY SECTION
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

11 GROVE STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

DAN ADLER

DIRECTOR, TECH AND POLICY DEVELOPMENT
CALIFORNIA CLEAN ENERGY FUND

582 MARKET ST., SUITE 1015

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104
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SAN DIEGO, CA 92123

KURT J. KAMMERER

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

SAN DIEGO REGIONAL ENERGY OFFICE
PO BOX 60738

SAN DIEGO, CA 92166-8738

STEPHEN GUTHRIE
ENERPATH

1758 ORANGE TREET LANE
REDLANDS, CA 92374

JEFF HIRSCH

JAMES J. HIRSCH & ASSOCIATES
12185 PRESILLA ROAD
CAMARILLO, CA 93012-9243

CHRIS KING

C/0 EMETER CORP.

CALIFORNIA CONSUMER EMPOWERMENT ALLIANCE
ONE TWIN DOLPHIN DRIVE

REDWOOD CITY, CA 94065

BRUCE FOSTER

VICE PRESIDENT

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
601 VAN NESS AVENUE, STE. 2040

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

DANIELLE DOWERS

SAN FRANCISC PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
1155 MARKET STREET 4TH FLOOR

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94103

DEVRA WANG

NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE COUNCIL
111 SUTTER STREET, 20TH FLOOR

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104
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KAREN TERRANOVA

ALCANTAR & KAHL

120 MONTGOMERY ST., STE. 2200
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

CARL DUISBERG

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, B9A

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

SHILPA RAMALYA
77 BEALE STREET, ROOM 981
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS
517-B POTRERO AVE.
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94110-1431

CHRISTINE HAMMER

SUSTAINABLE DESIGN RESOURCES
3168 WASHINGTON ST., NO. 6
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94115

WILLIAM C. MILLER

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
PO BOX 770000

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94177

JOHN KOTOWSKI

GLOBAL ENERGY PARTNERS

3569 MT. DIABLO BLVD., STE 200
LAFAYETTE, CA 94549
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SHERYL CARTER

NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE COUNCIL
111 SUTTER STREET, 20TH FLOOR

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

GAIL L. SLOCUM

ATTORNEY AT LAW

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

TERRY M. FRY

NEXANT, INC.

101 SECOND STREET, 10TH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

ERIC LOUNSBURY

ICF CONSULTING

60 BROADWAY

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

SHAUN ELLIS
2183 UNION STREET
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94123

MARY SUTTER

EQUIPOISE CONSULTING INC.
2415 ROOSEVELT DRIVE
ALAMEDA, CA 94501-6238

PATRICIA THOMPSON

SUMMIT BLUE CONSULTING

1766 LACASSIE AVE. SUITE 103
WALNUT CREEK, CA 94596
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PHILIPPE AUCLAIR

11 RUSSELL COURT MRW & ASSOCIATES, INC.

WALNUT CREEK, CA 945098 1814 FRANKLIN STREET, SUITE 720
OAKLAND, CA 94612

ETILEEN PARKER JOHN CAVALLT

QUANTUM CONSULTING QUANTUM CONSULTING, INC.
2030 ADDISON STREET 2030 ADDISON ST. 410
BERKELEY, CA 94704 BERKELEY, CA 94704
JEANNE CLINTON CRAIG TYLER

2232 WARD STREET TYLER & ASSOCIATES
BERKELEY, CA 94705 2760 SHASTA ROAD

BERKELEY, CA 94708

EDWARD VINE PHILIP SISSON

LAWRENCE BERKELEY NATIONAL LABORATORY SISSON AND ASSOCIATES
BUILDING 90-4000 42 MOODY COURT
BERKELEY, CA 94720 SAN RAFAEL, CA 94901
CARL PECHMAN KENNY SWAIN

POWER ECONOMICS POWER ECONOMICS

901 CENTER STREET 901 CENTER STREET
SANTA CRUZ, CA 95060 SANTA CRUZ, CA 95060
ERIC WANLESS MARY TUCKER

NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE COUNCIL CITY OF SAN JOSE

111 SUTTER STREET, 20TH FLOOR ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES
SAN FRANCISCSO, CA 95104 200 EAST SANTA CLARA ST., 10TH FLOOR

SAN JOSE, CA 95113-1905

THOMAS P. CONLON BILL KNOX

PRESIDENT VALLEY ENERGY EFFICIENCY CORP.
GEOPRAXIS 509 4TH STREET, SUITE A

PO BOX 5 DAVIS, CA 95616

SONOMA, CA 95476-0005

http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/published/service_lists/A0506004_69122.htm Page 8 of 11



CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION - SERVICE LISTS

ERIN RANSLOW

NAVIGANT CONSULTING, INC.

3100 ZINFANDEL DRIVE, SUITE 600
RANCHO CORDOVA, CA 95670-6078

BRUCE MCLAUGHLIN
ATTORNEY AT LAW

BRAUN & BLAISING P.C.
915 L STREET, SUITE 1420
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

KATHERINE COBARRUBIA

AGRICULTURAL ENERGY CONSUMERS ASSOC.
925 L STREET, SUITE 800

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

KARI DOHN

GCC ROSE&KINDEL(ON BEHALF OF CONSOL)
915 I STREET, SUITE 1210

SACRAMENTO, CA 95818

State Service

PETER LAI

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY RESOURCES BRANCH

320 WEST 4TH STREET SUITE 500

LOS ANGELES, CA 90013

JACK BURKE

SAN DIEGO REGIONAL ENERGY OFFICE
8690 BALBOA AVE., SUITE 100

SAN DIEGO, CA 92123

CHRISTOPHER R VILLARREAL
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF STRATEGIC PLANNING
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ANDY BROWN

ELLISON, SCHNEIDER & HARRIS
2015 H STREET

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

DAN GEIS

AGRICULTURAL ENERGY CONSUMERS ASSO.
925 L STREET, SUITE 800

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

LYNN HAUG

ELLISON, SCHNEIDER & HARRIS, LLP
2015 H STREET

SACRAMENTO, CA 95816

LAURA ROOKE

SR. PROJECT MANAGER
PORTLAND GENERAL ELECTRIC
121 SW SALMON ST.,
PORTLAND, OR 97204

ARIANA MERLINO

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY RESOURCES BRANCH

1350 FRONT ST., STATE BLDG. ROOM 4006
SAN DIEGO, CA 92101

CHERYL COX

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY RESOURCES & PRICING BRANCH
ROOM 4209

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

DAVID M. GAMSON
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES

Page 9 of 11



CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION - SERVICE LISTS

ROOM 5119
505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

DIANA L. LEE

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 4300

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MEG GOTTSTEIN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES
ROOM 2106

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

NORA Y. GATCHALIAN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
RATEPAYER REPRESENTATION BRANCH
AREA 3-C

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

TIM G. DREW

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY RESOURCES BRANCH

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MEG GOTTSTEIN

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE

PO BOX 210/21496 NATIONAL STREET
VOLCANO, CA 95689

MICHAEL MESSENGER
CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
1516 9TH STREET

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

LORRAINE WHITE

CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
1516 9TH STREET, MS 39
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814-5504
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ROOM 5019
505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JEORGE S. TAGNIPES

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY RESOURCES BRANCH

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MICHAEL WHEELER

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY RESOURCES BRANCH

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

THOMAS ROBERTS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY RESOURCES & PRICING BRANCH
ROOM 4205

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ZENAIDA G. TAPAWAN-CONWAY

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY RESOURCES BRANCH

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

GARY KLEIN

CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
1516 NINTH STREET
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

SYLVIA L. BENDER

CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
1516 NINTH STREET, MS-22
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
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